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Sir: 


THE COMMISSIONER IS AUTHORIZED 
TO CHARGE ANY DEFICIENCY IN THE 
FEE FOR THIS PAPER TO DEPOSIT 
ACCOUNT NO. 23-0975. 


Responsive to the Office Action of February 13, 2008, Applicants submit the following 
remarks in support of the patentability of the presently claimed invention over the disclosure of 
the reference relied upon by the Examiner in rejecting the claims. Further and favorable 
reconsideration is respectfully requested in view of these remarks. 

Initially, with regard to the Examiner's maintaining the objection to the specification, 
Applicants specifically refer the Examiner to the Note in the paragraph bridging the columns on 
page 1800-207 of the MPEP (which is part of MPEP 1893.03(c), section III). This Note 
specifically states that, since the international application in not an earlier application (it has the 
same filing date as the national stage), a benefit claim under 35 U.S.C. § 120 in the national stage 
to the international application is inappropriate and may result in the submission being treated 
as an application filed under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 1(a). The Note then goes on to state that it is 
accordingly not necessary for the Applicant to amend the first sentence of the specification to 
reference the international application number that was used to identify the application during 
international processing of the application by the international authorities prior to 
commencement of the national stage. 


